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presence only serves as a recruiting 
tool for new terrorists. How can anyone 
think to put our troops in harm’s way 
merely to serve a political legacy? 

Both the American and Iraqi people 
have consistently sent the clear mes-
sage: Bring the troops home. Not in 
2009 or whenever a new President 
comes along. The time is now, and we 
must not delay. 

This will require bold actions, but 
our troops deserve nothing less than to 
be brought safely home to their fami-
lies. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

RECLAIMING DR. BERNARD 
SIEGAN’S REPUTATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
today, I rise to correct the record con-
cerning a great economist and a friend, 
the late Bernard Siegan, a distin-
guished professor of law at the Univer-
sity of San Diego. It will be remem-
bered that in 1988 Dr. Siegan was nomi-
nated by President Ronald Reagan to 
the U.S. Court of Appeals. He promptly 
came under attack, one of the worst 
from Professor Lawrence Tribe of Har-
vard University. 

Tribe wrote in a public letter on May 
28, 1987, to Senator BIDEN attacking the 
academic views of Dr. Siegan as being 
outside the mainstream of American 
jurisprudence. 

In a widely quoted section of his let-
ter, Professor Tribe assailed Dr. 
Siegan’s assertion that the Brown v. 
Board of Education ruling was ‘‘a com-
ponent of the right to travel, a right 
long secured by the Federal courts.’’ 

At this time Professor Tribe claimed 
that this legal view was ‘‘tortured’’ and 
part of ‘‘Mr. Siegan’s radical revi-
sionism . . . so bizarre and strained 
. . . as to bring into question both Mr. 
Siegan’s competence as a constitu-
tional lawyer and his sincerity as a 
scholar.’’ This type of assault was typ-
ical of the attacks that preceded the 
defeat of Dr. Siegan’s nomination. 

That was 1987, and much has changed 
since then. 

Dr. Bernard Siegan died in March 
2006. His many books, speeches and ar-
ticles made him one of the most pro-
lific and respected legal and constitu-
tional scholars on the political right. 

Recently, in sorting through the files 
of her last husband, Mrs. Shelley 
Siegan came upon a series of written 
exchanges between her husband and 
Professor Lawrence Tribe. Tribe wrote 
on September 6, 1991, ‘‘I have reconsid-

ered my description of your analysis of 
Brown v. Board of Education. I agree 
with your general approach that Brown 
can be justified by arguing from the 
‘liberty’ component of the 14th amend-
ment.’’ 

Tribe further wrote Dr. Siegan, ‘‘al-
though I do not reach the same conclu-
sions you do, the issues you raise are 
important enough to be worthy of 
scholarly discussion.’’ 

Unfortunately for Dr. Siegan’s rep-
utation, Professor Tribe’s reevaluation 
was never publicly documented. How-
ever, in a letter to Mrs. Siegan on Sep-
tember 21, 2006, he wrote, ‘‘Please per-
mit me to apologize to you here for the 
unnecessary and ad hominem character 
of what I wrote to Senator Biden in 
May 1987. 

‘‘I am sorry to have caused him, or 
you, any distress, and I am grateful for 
the opportunity your letter affords me 
to set the letter straight as best I could 
do at this late date.’’ 

All this tells us much about the ugly 
period of personal attack this country 
experienced during the judicial nomi-
nations of the 1980s. 

I hope this review of the above-cited 
letters makes it clear that Professor 
Bernard Siegan was a distinguished 
and respected scholar, a champion of 
personal liberty and private property. 
And contrary to the assertions made 
during his nomination hearings in 1987, 
Professor Bernard Siegan would have 
been made an excellent addition to the 
9th District Circuit Court of Appeals. 

And now the record is set straight. 
f 

RESPONSIBLE FATHERHOOD AND 
HEALTHY FAMILIES ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
there is broad agreement that fathers 
matter in the upbringing of children. 
Studies show that children raised in 
the absence of a father are more likely 
to live in poverty. Children whose fa-
thers interact with them on a regular 
basis on such daily activities as help-
ing with homework, enjoying rec-
reational opportunities and sharing 
meals have higher self-esteem and are 
better learners. 

Children raised in the absence of a fa-
ther are more likely to engage in risky 
behaviors such as early sexual activi-
ties, as well as drug and alcohol use. 
Statistics demonstrate that boys 
raised in fatherless homes are more 
likely to become violent. 

No one argues that there is any one 
model of family structure, but the 
elimination of government barriers to 
healthy relationships and healthy mar-
riages, the promotion of cooperative 
parenting skills, and the fostering of 
economic stability and the provision of 
incentives to noncustodial parents to 
fulfill financial and emotional support 
responsibilities are clearly in the best 
interest of millions of children. 

What we have learned is that even ef-
fective fatherhood programs cannot by 
themselves address the growing crisis 
arising out of the trend toward a sin-
gle-parent home. What is required is a 
national social infrastructure which 
supports effective fatherhood. There-
fore, on Friday of this week, I, with 
Representative ARTUR DAVIS, JULIA 
CARSON, BOBBY RUSH and others shall 
introduce the Responsible Healthy Fa-
therhood Act. 

The Responsible Fatherhood and 
Healthy Families Act of 2007 restores 
cuts in Federal child support and re-
quires States to pass through 100 per-
cent of collected child support pay-
ments. It prohibits unfair and unequal 
treatment of two-parent families re-
ceiving TANF. It provides grants to 
help reduce barriers to healthy family 
relationships and obstacles to sustain-
able employment. 

The Responsible Fatherhood and 
Healthy Families Act of 2007 ensures 
equal funding for programs such as me-
diation and conflict resolution. It pro-
vides funding for partnership between 
domestic violence prevention organiza-
tions and fatherhood or marriage pro-
grams to train staff in domestic vio-
lence and domestic violence preven-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is de-
signed to promote healthy family liv-
ing; and I encourage all of my col-
leagues to take a hard look at it and 
support it. 

f 
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A LETTER TO CONGRESS FROM 
JENIFER ALLBAUGH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I re-
ceived a letter from a mother of a Ma-
rine who was killed on July 5 of this 
year. She asked that I make this letter 
known to the Members of the House, 
and that is what I will do at this time. 
I will read directly from her letter. 

‘‘Let me first tell you about myself. 
My name is Jenifer Allbaugh, my hus-
band is Jon Allbaugh and we have 
three children together. My son, 2nd 
Lt. Army Jason Allbaugh (24), my 
daughter Alicia Allbaugh, college soph-
omore (19) and Cpl. Jeremy Allbaugh, 
USMC (21). Jeremy was killed in Iraq 
on July 5, 2007 while on a mission in a 
Humvee that was hit by an IED. 

‘‘Jeremy enlisted in the Marine Corps 
before he graduated from high school 
in 2004. We were at war but he very 
much wanted to serve his country. He 
believed very much in what he was 
doing and what his country was trying 
to accomplish in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

‘‘While we as a family are struggling 
greatly with the loss of our hero, I feel 
a great need to express my concerns in 
regards to our military. 

‘‘I do not understand why our govern-
ment has to be pushed to equip our 
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